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PER CURI AM

Edward Harold Saunders, Jr., appeals the district court’s
orders denying his notion to supplenent a 1994 notion and denyi ng
his nmotions for reconsideration.” W have reviewed the record and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmfor the reasons

stated by the district court. See United States v. Saunders, No.

CR-94-17 (WD.N.C. Mar. 26, 2002; My 1, 2003; May 30, 2003). W
di spense wi th oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" Al'though Saunders did not file a notice of appeal fromthe
district court’s or der denying his second notion for
reconsi deration, we have jurisdiction to review the order because
his tinmely filed informal brief is the functional equivalent of a
notice of appeal. Smith v. Barry, 502 U S. 244, 245 (1992).




